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Clare Laufenberg Gallardo opened the meeting with an announcement of the CEC RFP for 
RETI services.  Clare announced that the pre-bid meeting to discuss all questions would be on 
August 19, 2010 and that responses to the RFP are due September 14, 2010. 
 
The minutes for the June 28, 2010 SSC meeting were approved without opposition. 
 
Mike Deis introduced Jan Strack of the Sempra to present the CTPG Phase 3 Status Report 
and to discuss next steps for CTPG.  Differences between the RETI shift factor analysis and the 
CTPG shift factor analysis were discussed.  The need to continue to incorporate environmental 
scores into the CTPG process was raised and special note was made to consider the BLM 
Solar Zone information.  CTPG attempted to use the best available commercial information but 
CTPG is improvements upon its methods going forward. 
 
Jan clarified that the CTPG analysis was intended to address whether a project addressed a 
reliability need.  The CTPG analysis did not attempt to evaluate whether a given project was the 
best way to address a need.  Projects that were ranked high were projects that satisfied needs 
but the high ranking should not be assumed to reflect a determination that a high ranked project 
is the best way to satisfy particular needs. 
 
Ryan Drobek of CEERT gave a brief description of how the RETI EWG established scores for 
the transmission elements identified by CTPG. 
 
A discussion of out of state transmission projects and cases followed.  Some stakeholders 
indicated an interest in greater attention being paid to out of state alternatives.  Specific 
attributes of some out of state projects were raised relative to the question of identifying the 
commercial interest in these projects.  The presence of an active open season with a robust 
response by developers was suggested as one measure.  The status of a project in the 
permitting process out of state was suggested and it was noted that some out of state projects 
are shovel ready today.  Another stakeholder suggested that a signed PPA is necessary to 
indicate commercial interest.  Another suggested that the financial viability of projects relative to 
the ability of developers to get financing should be a criterion.  Yet another stakeholder 
suggested that the West Connect working groups, like the El Dorado Study Group, and the 
Sierra Sub-regional Study Group could be consulted for information on proposed projects. 
 
The next RETI SSC meeting was set for September 8, from 10 to 5 pm, at the PUC in San 
Francisco.   
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